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FrontPage Africa (Liberia)
Thursday, 17 May 2012
Opinion
‘Good Rhetoric’: In Liberia, Many Unfazed by Taylor’s Last Stand Plea, Blame Game
Written by Wade Williams, wade.williams@frontpageafricaonline.com

Monrovia - Making his final stand in his war crimes trial at The Hague Wednesday, former Liberian
President Charles Taylor declared that his trial was marred by bribes and prosecution threatening
witnesses to testify against him or face trials themselves. Says ‘Reconciliation and healing, not
Retribution, is the way forward for Liberia.
Taylor’s rants received mixed reviews in Monrovia where many said the statement made by the convicted
former president was a last-ditch effort meant to sway the judges to reduce the number of years he will be
given for his crimes.
“Taylor has always been good at rhetoric; I vividly recall during the hay-days of the civil war, we advised
him on radio, we spoke on lot of issues that were wrong for Liberia. For him going on radio and saying it
is being politically motivated; that’s part and parcel of the whole rhetoric,” says Nathaniel Toe Jr., a
former legislative aspirant.
Dressed in a gray coat and a seemingly blue Tie, former Liberian President seized the moment given him
to address Judges who convicted him on 11 counts of war crimes and crimes against humanity to vent out
what he has apparently been keeping inside for a long time.
Points finger at Uncle Sam
"Money played a corrupting, influential, significant and dominant role in this trial," he said. "Money, in
this case, prejudiced my rights and interests in a irrevocable way."
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Not only did the Liberian Leader accuse the prosecution of having an unbeatable advantage over lawyers
pleading in his defense, he also pointed accusing fingers at the United States government for doing
everything financially possible to bring him down.
"Families were rewarded with thousands of dollars to cover costs of children's school fees, transportation,
food, clothing, medical bills and given cash allowances for protected and non-protected witnesses in a
country where income is less than a dollar a day," said Taylor.
Continued Taylor: "Witnesses were paid, coerced and, in many cases, threatened with prosecution if they
did not give statements.”
Contrary to the pronouncements by the judges that he was guilty of aiding and abetting the rebels of the
Revolutionary United Front of Sierra Leone which was then headed by the late Foday Sankor, who died
during his trial, Taylor said he was instrumental in restoring peace to the war torn country.
"What I did to bring peace to Sierra Leone was done with honour," he said. "I was convinced that unless
there was peace in Sierra Leone, Liberia would not be able to move forward."
‘Sympathy and Sadness’
Despite being careful not to take any responsibilities upon himself for human rights violations in the war
in Sierra Leone, Taylor expressed sorrow for the victims of the war: "I express my sadness and sympathy
for crimes suffered by individuals and families in Sierra Leone," he said.
Delivering its closing arguments on the April 26th, 2012 prosecutors said given the extreme nature of the
crimes that were committed, there was no reason for leniency in sentencing.
"The purposely cruel and savage crimes committed included public executions and amputations of
civilians, the display of decapitated heads at checkpoints, the killing and public disembowelment of a
civilian whose intestines were then stretched across the road to make a checkpoint, public rapes of women
and girls, and people burned alive in their homes," said prosecutor Brenda Hollis said at a pre-hearing
brief.
Judges are scheduled to sentence Taylor on May 30, after which both sides are likely to lodge appeals.
Taylor is due to serve any sentence in a maximum security prison in Britain.
Speaking on the issue of reconciliation in Liberia, the former Liberian leader said he apologized to the
people of the country in which he led a fourteen-year civil war which left over 250,000 people dead and
believes that the only way forward was for the country to seek the path of healing. “I believe in
reconciliation and healing and not retribution,” said Taylor.
Taylor also noted that he was of no threat to anyone as he was growing old and tired adding. “I am 64
now and I am the father of many children, grandchildren and great grandchildren.”
The former Liberian Head of State is the the first head of state to be found guilty by an international
tribunal since the Nazi trials at Nuremberg. Taylor's trial made international headlines, partly because of
the grisly accounts of murders and mutilations, many committed by child soldiers, and partly because of
Taylor's alleged gift of 'blood diamonds' - gems plundered from Sierra Leone to fund the war - to
supermodel Naomi Campbell who was called as a witness for the prosecution.
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He is also the first African leader to stand trial for war crimes, Taylor was convicted of aiding and
abetting on 11 counts of murder, rape, conscripting child soldiers and sexual slavery during intertwined
wars in Liberia and Sierra Leone in which more than 50,000 people were killed.
Taylor said the United States and other powers involved in military actions in Africa and the Middle East
were using the court to pursue colonial aims against smaller countries. "Regime change in Liberia became
a policy of the U.S. government," he said.
"I never stood a chance." "Only time will tell how many other African leaders of states will be destroyed,"
he added and questioned the way his trial had been funded.
"The prosecution received millions of dollars from the United States government outside of the official
funding process to the court administration. The prosecution has never fully accounted for how those
monies were spent ... who received how much and for what purpose or purposes," he said.
On the streets of Monrovia, the consensus from many was Taylor’s chances of getting a lame sentence
was slim. Jacob Wannah II another Liberian said he does not think what Taylor said can make a big
difference in reducing the number of years he is supposed to stay in jail for.
“Mr. Taylor is fighting a losing battle; Taylor was at The Hague, he had almost three months to give his
testimony and if he knew according to what he is saying now that the prosecutors or prosecution bribed
throughout to get him guilty, I think he should have said that. Right now Taylor is going and you expect
him to say anything, he will not out rightly tell you that he was involved in the Sierra Leonean war,” he
said.
Sierra Leone ‘Pleased with Trial
Sierra Leoneans have expressed satisfaction over the trial and conviction of the former warlord whom
they believe bears some of the greatest responsibilities for atrocities against them. Sierra Leonean
President Koroma during a visit to Liberia last week said his government was pleased with the trial.
“As a country that was the subject of the issue we are happy that the process itself has been a transparent
process, it has worked within the framework of the laws that obtained and I believe that the outcome has
been welcomed by us and we hope that it will serve the purpose for which it is meant,” says President
Koroma.
The Sierra Leonean leader noted that the guilty verdict pronounced on Former President Taylor will also
ensure that the relationship between both countries is pursued in a positive manner rather than what had
been experienced.
“I believe that Liberia and Sierra Leone cannot have any better moment. The relationship between the two
heads of states is very cordial, we are working harmoniously and this is a great opportunity for both
countries to put into practice the issues of cooperation, collaboration and transforming the lives of our
people,” he says.
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FrontPage Africa (Liberia)
Friday, 18 May 2012
Opinion
Voices: ‘Taylor Gave No One Justice’ – Liberians Weigh on Conspiracy
Right after the Former President of Liberia Charles Taylor addressed Judges in The Hague accusing the
Prosecution of bribing witnesses and that he would prefer ‘Reconciliation and healing and not retributive
justice as a way forward for Liberia, FrontPageAfrica took it’s microphones out to the Liberian Public.
All of the speakers spoke on what they made of the speech made by Taylor.
Jacob Wannah, II
“Mr. Taylor is fighting a losing battle; Taylor was at The
Hague, he had almost three months to give his testimony
and if he knew according to what he is saying now that
the prosecutors or prosecution bribed throughout to get
him guilty, I think he should have said that.
Right now Taylor is going and you expect him to say
anything, he will not out rightly tell you that he was
involved in the Sierra Leonean war.
I believe Taylor got a fair trial, Taylor is not the man to
cry for justice; when Taylor was here he did not give
anyone justice; he was arresting people around here.
For example Frances Johnson Morris, Tiawon Gongloe; all these people; did he give them justice? That’s
our biggest question; so this man actually knew justice was tantamount in his life, but he never gave it to
other people. Today he is saying other people used money to bring him down guilty.
Let’s call a spade a spade; Taylor is fighting a battle that he has lost, whatever sentence is going to be
passed on him, be it eighty years or more is what he has worked for and he must get it. It is justifiable.
Mr. Taylor said that he apologized to the Liberian people, he must know that the Liberian people hold
nothing against him, it was the Sierra Leoneans that held something against him. Liberia has forgotten
Taylor a long time ago, we have nothing to do with Taylor. I thought his testimony today would have
been centered on what he was on trial for instead he has diverted the whole issue to Liberia.
He also talked about reconciliation and he got it right, today we are all putting our broken lives together,
we’ve reconciled with Taylor, he apologized to us and we agreed that is why we did not suggest that he be
tried in a war crimes court. But it is his external affair that has him in trouble today. “
Abraham V. Kromah
“I am very happy about the outcome of the Taylor Trial in the Hague because it was free fair and
transparent. I see nothing fishy because for the past one year we saw that there was nothing fishy about
the trial. We are happy today justice has prevailed.
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“Charles Taylor is a dying hero now so he wants everyone to
drawn with him. He cannot prove that the prosecution used
money. The issue here was clear; Taylor 100% participated in
the Sierra Leone crisis, those of us who were here saw it;
some of us got penalized for speaking out against it. There
was no money influencing anything.
The issue of reconciliation is very important, but what is
happening in my own view, I think that there is a need for a
war crimes court established in Liberia here too in order to
deter would be occurrences. This continuous call for
reconciliation is disturbing.
In two or three decades from now, we will still be talking about reconciliation. Even the TRC report, we
think it was selective, we expected the TRC to have predicted a full war crimes court for all those
involved in the war.
Taylor is a threat, even if Taylor he is a hundred years old, he will still be a threat. Taylor is a walking
human virus. Everywhere he goes, he has the spirit of manipulation. Until Taylor can leave the surface of
the earth he is a threat to humanity; not only in Liberia. Taylor should rot in jail.”
Jekeh F. Koiyan
“The judgment in the Taylor trial was not transparent, if
anyone says there was justice I would say no. If you look
at the situation presented by the prosecution, bringing
Taylor into the picture from 1997 to 2003, and if you
look at the scope of that, there is no empirical evidence to
tell you that Taylor was involved in the Sierra Leone
crisis.
Taylor was a sitting president, elected by the Liberian
people massively and if you say the Liberian president
was involved into Sierra Leone crisis then you still have
to prove it. Again if you take a keen look at the witnesses
that testified, all the testimonies given in The Hague did
not in any way link Taylor to the Problem. So for me I see no reason why people will say Taylor is guilty
of all the 11 counts they brought against him. It is not possible.
The court says he aided and abetted those crimes but some of our trouble originated from Sierra Leone,
why did they not hold Sierra Leone accountable? ULIMO was organized in Sierra Leone, we all know
that, LURD also came from Sierra Leone, why could they not indict Sierra Leone’s president?
The very NPFL of Taylor came from Ivory Coast; so if they want justice to prevail, let all these people
face justice but it cannot be restricted to Taylor alone. If you say Taylor is guilty, Liberia will be
responsible to pay reparations to Sierra Leone.
Taylor is no threat to the region now, even if he returns he will be of no threat to Liberia. He is a Liberian
and he has the right to come back home. It is a shame and disgrace to Liberia that I must admit; if a
former president has been disgraced to that level then it is not a good sign to me.
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This government is at crossroads on the issue of reconciliation; the TRC recommendation was in three
categories, the prosecuting arm, the palaver hut discussion and the reparatory arm. We can deal with the
palaver hut discussion and also deal with the issue of reparation.
If they say Taylor is the only problem or he was the only one that brought war to Liberia therefore he
should be faced with that kind of consequence then it beats my imagination because you have whole lot of
faction leaders here, you have whole lot of people who played major roles in the Liberian crisis but today
they are moving about freely. Then why Taylor only? Justice is not dispersed fairly as we are seeing it.
When you look at the whole Taylor scenario it is not only legal but political also, if it was solely based on
the legal standpoint then Taylor would not be guilty.”
Nathaniel S. Toe Jr.
Taylor has always been good at rhetoric; I vividly recall
during the hay-days of the civil war, we advised him on
radio, we spoke on lot of issues that were wrong for
Liberia. For him going on radio and saying it is being
politically motivated; that’s part and parcel of the whole
rhetoric.
Liberians are good at deception, most Liberians claim to
be Christians and Muslims but they are good at lying; the
RUF people were in Monrovia along with us; Sam
Bockarie and the others were in Monrovia with us. Some
of the guys talking here today saw them face to face; we
saw them face to face.
Yet today we claim to be Christians and Muslims, we want Taylor to be faultless; don’t we have
sympathy for our brothers and sisters who hands and feet were amputated? Some of the argument is that it
is not Taylor alone; this is the Liberian way ‘even though I stole but it ain’t my one’.
As far as we are concerned, the fact speaks for itself, Taylor was involved in the Sierra Leonean crisis. His
President Pro Temp at the time Charles Brumskine spoke against it and Brumskine was forced out of the
Liberian Senate.
Taylor could not listen to anybody; the RUF boys were seen all in the streets of Monrovia; some of them
were even members of the ATU. All of us around here know it but we want to lie. That’s the whole
Liberian way.
Taylor was President of Liberia for more than five years, he had the opportunity to reconcile Liberians;
why didn’t he reconcile Liberia at the time didn’t Taylor realize the fact that Liberia needs to go through a
process of reconciliation? Isaac Vaye, was praying to one day have a day in court, he was killed because
he opposed Mr. Taylor and all of them know it.
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FrontPage Africa (Liberia)
Wednesday, 16 May 2012
Opinion
Charles Taylor Verdict: Victory or Setback For International Criminal Justice?
Written by News Service Report
On 26 April 2012, Trial Chamber II of the Special Court for Sierra Leone (SCSL), sitting in The Hague,
delivered the Charles Taylor Verdict. Contrary to popular opinion, the Court rejected the Prosecution's
main theory that Taylor was the mastermind behind the Sierra Leone conflict. Rather, the Court found
Charles Ghankay Taylor guilty of aiding and abetting 11 crimes, including murder, rape and sexual
slavery.
In addition, the Trial Chamber convicted him of planning the commission of various crimes in the attacks
on Kono and Makeni as well as the capital Freetown. The sentencing is scheduled for 30th May. Taylor,
who will probably appeal the judgment, is planned to serve his prison term in the UK.
Taylor's conviction has been applauded by many. Prosecutor Brenda Hollis spoke of a historic conviction.
UN High Commissioner for Human Rights, Navi Pillay, said it is an immensely significant judgment,
which constitutes a stark warning to other Heads of State who are committing similar crimes, or
contemplating doing so. NGOs, like Human Rights Watch and Amnesty International, all reacted in the
same vain. The Taylor conviction has generally been hailed as justice being done for the many thousands
of victims of the atrocities committed in Sierra Leone.
Reactions from Taylor's defence team were of course quite different. Taylor's lead counsel, Courtenay
Griffiths, spoke of an unwelcome precedent. He expressed concerns about the fact that the Court's full
written judgment is not yet available. The Court's Statute and Rules provide that the verdict "shall be
accompanied by a reasoned opinion in writing". In the Lubanga case, for example, the first verdict of the
ICC, the full judgment and summary of judgment were released on the day of the verdict. The same holds
true for other cases before the SCSL.
The Court has not indicated when the full written judgment in the Taylor case will be made available.
How can there be a "summary of judgment" without a judgment, one might ask? How can the parties be
expected to properly submit their submissions before the sentencing hearing without the full Judgment
being available? This lapse is unprecedented in international criminal justice and raises questions of due
process and fair trial.
Africa Legal Aid's observer, who was present for the reading of the verdict, said the Court's session ended
on a dramatic note. After the verdict, Alternate Judge, Justice El Hadji Malick Sow, proceeded to make a
statement. While he did so, the three other judges rose and left the courtroom. Sow's microphone was
immediately turned off, and a curtain was drawn across the public gallery. At the press conference after
the verdict however, Justice Sow's statement was made public by Taylor's defense team. It reads as
follows:
"The only moment where a Judge can express his opinion is during the deliberations or in the courtroom
and pursuant to the Rules, when there are no deliberations, the only place left for me is in the courtroom. I
won't get--because I think we have been sitting for too long but for me I have my dissenting opinion and I
disagree with the findings and conclusions of the other Judges, standard of proof of the guilt of the
accused from the evidence provided in this trial is not proved beyond reasonable doubt by the
Prosecution. And my only worry is that the whole system is not consistent with all the principles we know
and love, and the system is not consistent with all the values of international criminal justice, and I'm
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afraid the whole system is in grave danger of just losing all credibility, and I'm afraid this whole thing
is headed for failure".
This, as Griffiths put it, is quite a condemnation. Yet, what are we to make of this statement? It is notable
that a judge, who lacks the formal power to deliver a dissenting opinion, publicly expresses his
disagreement with the other judges.
Yet, if there were no deliberations in the Taylor case, as Judge Sow opines, how did the Court come up
with the verdict? If there were no deliberations, and when there still is no judgment, how did the Court
come to the conclusion that Taylor is guilty?
Legitimacy, as critics have stated, was under attack from the very beginning of the trial. They believe that
while the SCSL is formally described as a United Nations backed court, it is in reality an American driven
court. Three of the four Chief Prosecutors that have served so far are American. The U.S. is believed to
contribute more than 40% of the Court's budget and is the largest contributor to this Court.
Calls are being made for full disclosure. We probably will never find out whether or not the judges have
actually been under political pressure as suggested by many. But Judge Sow's statement does cast serious
doubt.
More questions arise. The Trial ended more than a year ago, the verdict was initially planned for
September 2011. What caused this long delay, and why is there still no full judgment? Why did the SCSL,
in its own press release, boast that Taylor was convicted on all counts of the 11-count indictment without
mentioning that significantly the Trial Chamber did not find Taylor guilty of having had effective
command and control over RUF members and other 'subordinates' and of having participated in a
common plan to commit crimes?
We may never know what did or did not happen behind the closed doors of the Trial Chamber. Yet, what
we are entitled to is a full judgment that reveals and precisely states the basis of what evidence the Trial
Chamber based its conclusion. The summary of the judgment does not reveal this. The SCSL has not yet
accounted for the verdict of Charles Taylor. It is hoped that it will do so very soon and persuasively,
because otherwise the perception of a politically motivated trial in which basic fair trial rules have been
disrespected might not disappear.
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LBS Online (Liberia)
Thursday, 17 May 2012
http://www.mylbsonline.com/index.php?option=com_content&view=article&id=2042:taylor-accuses-unbacked-court&catid=1:latest-news&Itemid=18
Taylor accuses UN-backed Court
Liberia’s former President, Charles Ghankay Taylor, has accused hearing officers at the UN-back Court
for Sierra Leone of paying witnesses to testify against him.Mr. Taylor told the trial judges in The Hague:
“witnesses were also coerced and threatened with prosecution, if they had failed to cooperate”.
“Many Western and African leaders have conspired against me and there are reports that those leaders
were watching my speech with nervousness”.
He is said to have been very careful with what he was saying to avoid angering the judges.
The former Liberian leader made the accusation Wednesday 16 May 2012 at the court when he delivered
a statement from a witness box in The Hague.
Mr. Taylor had always insisted his innocence of all charges against him.
Yesterday’s appearance was his last chance to speak at the international tribunal, prior to his sentencing
later May 2012.
The ICC’s Chamber Judges are pushing for an eighty-year sentence for the “convict” for his role in the
foregone Sierra Leone civil war that recorded some of the world’s gruesome atrocities.
In its landmark ruling on Thursday 26 April 2012, the Court found Mr. Taylor guilty of all 11-count
charges against him.
Presiding Judge, Richard Lussick, told the Special Court for Sierra Leone: “The chamber judges found
beyond reasonable doubts that Mr. Taylor is criminally responsible for aiding and abetting the
commission of war crimes.
The crimes were allegedly committed by the accused during the foregone 11-year military uprising in that
country.
Judge Lussick announced the Special Court’s verdict in The Hague, when he read the document
containing the ruling.
“The former Liberian leader had substantial influence over the Sierra Leonean RUF rebels, and even
provided material assistance to the rebels”, he said.
“The prosecution failed to prove beyond all reasonable doubts that the accused was part of a joint criminal
enterprise”, Judge Lussick, however, said.
Meanwhile, the defense counsel was expected to file an appeal against the verdict between Thursday 26
April and Wednesday 16 May 2012, as provided under international laws, but failed to do so within the
prescribed time frame.
The ICC’s ruling was met with mixed reactions amongst Liberians and Sierra Leoneans, especially
amongst family members of the former Liberian leader and the war victims.
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In a related development, the Liberian Government acknowledged the Court’s guilty verdict brought
against former President Taylor, shortly following the legal decision.
Government then urged Liberians to remain calm and respect the ICC’s decision.
Acting Information Minister, Norris Tweh, meanwhile called for peace and unity among Liberians.
Minister Tweh made the call on the day of the verdict, when he read a special statement from the
government on the ruling.
It can be recalled, that the former Liberian President was charged by the UN-back Special Court for Sierra
Leone for committing atrocities, including rape and murder.
The charges were brought against him about five years ago and he has been on trial in The Hague since
then.
Though the war has since ended, Sierra Leoneans are yet to fully grapple with the scares of their horrific
experience, despite efforts by their government to achieve that objective through national recovery
initiatives. -By Patrick Flomo / Benjamin S. Taingay
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The News (Liberia)
Thursday, 17 May 2012
Taylor Appeals For Leniency
Compiled by T. Michael Johnny
Former Liberian President Charles Taylor has appealed for leniency at the UN backed war crime court in
The Hague, Netherland.
The 64-year ex-head of state said at his
age he cannot pose threat to any
society.
According to the BBC, Mr. Taylor
made the statement Wednesday when
he took the stand in his own defense at
the international criminal court.
“I am a 64-year-old man, a father and
grandfather of many…I am not a threat
to any society,” Taylor, once a feared
West African leader appealed to the
court as judges heard oral arguments in
the sentencing phase of his war crimes
trial.
He said the Hague-based court “did not
have the full contextual picture” of his case when it found him guilty last month on 11 counts of crimes
against humanity, including acts of terrorism, murder and rape.
The convicted former rebel cum President in 1997 also accused the prosecution of paying witnesses to
testify against him and accused the court of being part of a western conspiracy against him and other black
African leaders.
Taylor's attorneys have rejected the prosecution's call for an 80-year jail sentence in a British prison,
saying the sentence is overly harsh and places too much blame on him for Sierra Leone's wartime
atrocities.
But, prosecutors said there was no reason for leniency, given the extreme nature of the crimes and
Taylor's position of power.
The defense had argued that Taylor's lack of direct criminal involvement, advanced age and the possibility
of rehabilitation offered by his religious faith - a former Baptist, he converted to the Jewish faith and
receives regular visits from a rabbi in his detention Centre - are all mitigating factors.
Prosecutors insisted that Taylor 'masterminded' Sierra Leone's civil war in the 1990s, “arming and
assisting rebels” in exchange for “blood diamonds” mined in eastern Sierra Leone.
Taylor, who was convicted recently by the special court for Sierra Leone, told judges at his sentencing
hearing Wednesday that he sympathizes with victims of the civil war in Sierra Leone he helped foment,
and judges should render their sentence against him in a spirit of "reconciliation, not retribution."
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However, the former Liberian President stopped short of admitting any wrongdoing, apologizing for his
actions, or expressing remorse.
In a landmark ruling in April, judges at the special court for Sierra Leone found Taylor guilty of 11 counts
of war crimes and crimes against humanity, including murder, rape, and conscripting child soldiers.
Judges at the U.N.-backed court said his aid was essential in helping rebels across the border in Sierra
Leone as they continue their bloody rampage during the West African nation's decade-long civil war,
which ended in 2002 with more than 50,000 dead.
According to reports, this is the first time that a former head of state had been convicted of war crimes
since the aftermath of World War II against the Nazis trial in Nuremburg.
Taylor is expected to be sentenced on May 30, with prosecutors demanding an 80-year prison term, and
defense lawyers planning an appeal.
Taylor's defense team argued that the former Liberian leader should be given a sentence that leaves him
with some hope for life after release.
"I express my sadness and sympathy for crimes suffered by individuals and families in Sierra Leone,"
Taylor said.
He insisted that his actions had actually been done to help stabilize the region and claimed he never
knowingly assisted in the commission of crimes.
"What I did...was done with honor," he said. "I was convinced that unless there was peace in Sierra Leone,
Liberia would not be able to move forward."
However, Judges said they found out that Taylor helped rebels obtain weapons, knowing they would
likely be used to commit terrible crimes, in exchange for payments of "blood diamonds" often obtained by
slave labor.
"The purposely cruel and savage crimes committed included public executions and amputations of
civilians, the display of decapitated heads at checkpoints, the killing and public disembowelment of a
civilian whose intestines were then stretched across the road to make a check point, public rapes of
women and girls, and people burned alive in their homes," said prosecutor Brenda Hollis at a pre-hearing
brief.
Defense attorney Courtenay Griffiths said the sentence reflects Taylor's indirect role, stating: he was
found guilty only of aiding the rebels, not leading them as prosecutors originally charged.
He said Taylor's conviction has been "trumpeted...as sending an unequivocal message to world leaders
that holding office confers no immunity" from war crimes prosecution.
But the reality is that while many western countries have funded militias that have committed atrocities,
no western leader has ever been indicted by a war crimes tribunal, he said.
The lesson is "if you are a small, weak nation, you may be subject to the full force of international law,
whereas if you run a powerful nation you have nothing to fear," Griffiths said.
Griffiths said the 80-year sentencing demand is "manifestly disproportionate and excessive" for Taylor,
who is 64.
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In court, Brenda Hollis scoffed that Taylor's involvement in the crimes was "more pervasive than that of
the most senior leaders" of the Sierra Leone rebels who have already been sentenced.
The longest sentence so far, 52 years, was handed down to rebel leader Issa Sesay who testified on
Taylor's behalf in 2010.
Taylor and his defense lawyers have characterized the case as a “racist sham and a western conspiracy”,
led by the United Kingdom and the United States against black Africans.
The warlord-turned-president was also accused of directing Revolutionary United Front (RUF) rebels in a
campaign of terror to plunder Sierra Leone's diamond mines for profit and to obtain weapons.
Judges found that Taylor was an accomplice to some of the worst atrocities, carried out by the RUF
militia organization which he helped fund and supply, but the former Liberian president was acquitted of
ordering or planning the atrocities.
“During operation 'No Living Thing' a civilian was killed, disemboweled and his remains were strung
across the road to form a checkpoint,” said Judge Richard Lussick in his judgment.
“That their [RUF] operations were given titles like “No Living Thing” and “Spare No Soul” made explicit
the intention to wage a campaign of terror.”
Ritual violence, including beheadings and the amputation of hands and arms, was standard practice in
nearly a decade of war, the verdict read.
In August 2010, prosecutors called model Naomi Campbell to take the stand, insisting she was given
rough-cut plundered diamonds during a trip with Taylor in South Africa.
Campbell denied knowing that the “dirty rocks” were in fact gifts from Taylor; however, it is unclear if
the evidence formed any part of the final conviction.
Rights groups said the conviction showed that even a head-of-state could not enjoy impunity. “Today's
verdict is incredibly significant for efforts to hold accountable those responsible for the worst crimes,”
said Elise Keppler of Human Rights Watch.
Sir Geoffrey Nice, a British Queens Counsel who prosecuted the former Yugoslav president Slobodan
Milosevic, welcomed the judgment, and added “At first sight, this seems a very careful deliberation by the
judges. It is a conservative judgment. There will be a deterrent effect.”
Taylor fled into exile in Nigeria after being indicted by the court in 2003 and wasn't arrested for three
years. While the Sierra Leone court is formally based in that country's capital, Taylor's trial is being
staged in Leidschendam, a suburb of The Hague, Netherlands, fearing that holding the trial in West Africa
could destabilize the region.
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New Democrat (Liberia)
Friday, 18 May 2012
Taylor Accuses Prosecution Of Corruption...Sentencing Set For May 30
Story by
Photo Credit:
Liberian ex-President Charles Taylor has accused the prosecution
of paying witnesses to testify against him in his war crimes trial.
Taylor, who was found guilty of aiding and abetting War Crimes,
last month addressed judges at The Hague and it was his last
chance to speak at the international court before his sentence later
this month.
Taylor was convicted of arming rebels in Sierra Leone during its
civil war and helping them plan atrocities.
In its landmark ruling last month, the Special Court for Sierra Leone found the 64-year-old guilty on 11
counts, relating to atrocities that included rape and murder.
Delivering his statement from a witness box on Wednesday, Taylor said money had played a "corruption"
role in his trial.
"Witnesses were paid, coerced and in many cases threatened with prosecution if they did not testify
against him,” Mr. Taylor maintained.
The Liberian former President also said judges were handicapped by not having the "full contextual
picture" of events at the time.
He said he condemned atrocities across the world, and had the "deepest sympathy" for victims in Sierra
Leone. From the outset of the trial, Taylor had insisted his innocence of all charges.
The prosecution wants an 80-year prison term, which the defence says is excessive.
Prosecutors have said that Taylor's ill health and age, or the fact that he has a family, should have no
impact on the sentence.
In written filings, prosecutors said a sentence of 80 years would reflect the severity of the crimes and the
central role that Taylor had in facilitating them.
"The purposely cruel and savage crimes committed included public executions and amputations of
civilians, the display of decapitated heads at checkpoints... public rapes of women and girls, and people
burned alive in their homes," wrote prosecutor Brenda Hollis.
But defence lawyers said the recommended sentence was "manifestly disproportionate and excessive",
and that Taylor had only been found guilty of an indirect role - aiding the rebels, rather than leading them.
They said their client should not be made to shoulder the blame alone for what happened in Sierra Leone's
war.
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“The court should not support attempts by the prosecution to provide the Sierra Leoneans with this
external 'bogey man' upon whom can be heaped the collective guilt of a nation for its predominantly selfinflicted wounds," his lawyers wrote.
During the 1991-2002 Sierra Leone Civil War, Taylor supported the Revolutionary United Front rebels
who killed tens of thousands of people.
The war crimes included murder, rape; use of child soldiers and the amputation of limbs. In return, Taylor
received "blood diamonds" and the sentence is due to be handed down on May 30, 2012.
Taylor is widely expected to appeal against any prison sentence and the hearing could continue for several
more months.
Under a special arrangement with the International Court, any prison term Taylor does receive, will be
served in Britain.
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Reuters (via Daily News, South Africa)
Thursday, 17 May 2012
Taylor rants at West
Former Liberian President Charles Taylor waits for the start of the sentencing hearing in Leidschendam,
near The Hague,on Wednesday. Picture: AP Photo/Evert-Jan Daniels
The Hague- Former Liberian president Charles Taylor said witnesses had been threatened and paid to
testify against him in a trial that found him guilty of crimes against humanity, and described the
international court system as a tool of the West.
Taylor – the first head of state to be found guilty by an international tribunal since the Nazi trials at
Nuremberg – told the war crimes court in The Hague on Wednesday that Washington had used the case to
achieve regime change rather than justice.
“Witnesses were paid, coerced, and in many cases threatened with prosecution if they did not co-operate,”
Taylor said at a sentencing hearing where his defence team hopes to minimise a possible 80-year jail term.
Taylor’s trial made international headlines, partly because of the grisly accounts of murders and
mutilations, many committed by child soldiers, and partly because of Taylor’s alleged gift of “blood
diamonds” – gems plundered from Sierra Leone to fund the war – to supermodel Naomi Campbell who
was called as a witness for the prosecution.
Taylor was convicted of aiding and abetting on 11 counts of murder, rape, conscripting child soldiers and
sexual slavery during intertwined wars in Liberia and Sierra Leone in which more than 50 000 people
were killed.
But he was acquitted of ordering and planning the atrocities.
Taylor, who is scheduled to be sentenced on May 30, is due to serve any sentence in a maximum security
prison in Britain. – Reuters
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CharlesTaylorTrial.org (The Hague)
Wednesday, 16 May 2012
At Prosecution and Defense Oral Arguments On Sentencing, Charles Taylor Makes Public
Statement
Today, convicted former Liberian president Charles Taylor made what might be his final public statement
in court before Special Court for Sierra Leone judges in The Hague as his defense lawyers and
prosecutors made oral submissions on the possible sentence he should serve after being convicted for his
involvement in Sierra Leone's 11 year civil conflict.
After being granted 30 minutes to address the Court, in a gray suit, white shirt, and a light blue tie, Taylor
stood in front of the witness stand, using what seemed like his last public statement to address not only the
judges and parties to the proceedings in court, but also to the "world audience."
The former Liberian president started by stating that the "observations" he would make in his speech "are
deeply felt and are not limited exclusively to legal issues and this case."
Taylor denied involvement in the commission of crimes for which he has been convicted and concluded
by apologizing to the people of Sierra Leone for the harm suffered during the conflict in that West African
country.
On April 26, Taylor was convicted of aiding and abetting the commission of serious crimes including
murder, rape, and use of child soldiers by Revolutionary United Front (RUF) and Armed Forces
Revolutionary Council (AFRC) rebels in Sierra Leone from November 1996 to January 2002.
As he addressed the court today, he went on by explaining that the reasons for which he was brought to
trial were not legal but political, accusing western powers, specifically the United States, of having made
conclusions about his role in the Sierra Leonean conflict even before the evidence against him was heard.
He accused the US government of embarking on a regime change policy in Liberia, calling it the birth of a
conspiracy to remove him from the presidency.
"I never stood a chance," Taylor told the judges.
As he has done throughout his trial, Mr. Taylor presented himself as a peacemaker, although in their
judgment of April 26, the judges referred to him as "a two-headed Janus," meaning that he publicly played
a role in the peace process while at the same time secretly fuelling the conflict by arming the rebels and
urging them not to disarm.
In his speech today, Taylor told the Court, "What I did to help bring peace to Sierra Leone was done with
honor."
Concluding his statement with an apology to the people of Sierra Leone, Taylor said, "I express my
sadness and deepest sympathy for the atrocities and crimes that were suffered by individuals and families
in Sierra Leone."
Earlier in the morning, the Chief Prosecutor of the Special Court for Sierra Leone, Brenda Hollis, told the
judges that the prosecution's recommended 80 year jail sentence is commensurate with the "gravity of
crimes and the specific conduct of the accused."
Ms. Hollis pointed that the judges should consider the extreme nature of the crimes with which Taylor has
been found guilty and the vulnerability of and impact on the victims of atrocities in Sierra Leone. She
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highlighted Taylor's role in planning the attacks on Kono, Makeni, and Freetown in late 1998 to early
1999 and his advice to RUF commander Sam Bockarie to "make the operation fearful." This led the rebels
to declare the attack as "operation no living thing."
"Mr. Taylor was the root which fed the RUF and the RUF/AFRC alliance," Ms. Hollis told the court.
Ms. Hollis dismissed defense submissions that Mr. Taylor should benefit from mitigating factors, telling
the judges today that Taylor should get no credit for the peace in Sierra Leone as the judges themselves
have referred to him as a "two-headed Janus," and that the aggravating circumstances in this case negate
any mitigating factors.
She concluded her submission by pointing at the two main goals of sentencing--retribution and deterrence.
These, she said were reasons enough for Taylor to be sentenced as has been recommended by the
prosecution.
Taylor's lead defense counsel, Courtenay Griffiths, in his submission told the court that the verdict of the
judges as rendered on April 26 is a "modest version of Charles Taylor's involvement in the Sierra Leone
conflict than that proposed by the prosecution."
Mr. Griffiths pointed out four reasons why Mr. Taylor was to benefit from mitigating circumstances: that
the period of offending was not an extended period, save for use of child soldiers and enslavement that
cover a more prolonged period in the indictment; Mr. Taylor's role in the Sierra Leone peace process; his
voluntary departure from the Liberian presidency in 2003; and his age, being 64 years already.
Mr. Griffiths told the court that if Taylor is sentenced as recommended by the prosecution, it would
amount to a life sentence, it would be offensive to good conscience and logic and that it could endanger
the peace that the Special Court was established to enhance.
In his conclusion, Mr. Griffiths told the judges, "Every accused, in our submission, must be left with some
hope, must be able to see the light at the end of the tunnel, however long that tunnel must be. And we
submit that should be a guiding consideration in this sentencing exercise."
The judges will deliver their verdict on Mr. Taylor's sentence on Wednesday, May 30.

28

PBS
Thursday, 17 May 2012
After Mladic and Taylor, What’s the Future for War-Crimes Trials?
Two war-crimes trials underway at The Hague have drawn notice for their high-profile suspects.
Ratko Mladic, the former Bosnian Serb military commander went on trial Wednesday to face charges of
war crimes, genocide and crimes against humanity, (though the trial was temporarily suspended today).
And Charles Taylor, the former president of Liberia, was convicted in April on 11 counts of war crimes,
crimes against humanity and other violations of international humanitarian law.
Taylor and Mladic are both being tried by U.N.-backed tribunals, set up specifically for these incidents.
Once they’re done, the major arbiter of global justice will be the International Criminal Court, which has a
broad mandate that allows it to pursue cases referred by a state, the U.N., or even on its own, if the
prosecutor determines that atrocities haven’t been accounted for in the country where they were
committed.
But the ICC has a mixed record. After 10 years in operation, it has only managed to deliver one verdict:
the March conviction of Congolese warlord Thomas Lubanga, for recruiting child soldiers.
David Kaye, the executive director of the International Human Rights Law Program at the University of
California Los Angeles, told FRONTLINE that the “jury’s still out” on whether the court can be labeled a
success.
As the ICC has taken on more cases, it’s had to stretch its resources, which has made international
accountability — already a lengthy, complicated process — more challenging, Kaye said.
The ICC currently has 15 cases in the works, including an indictment against Sudanese President Omar alBashir for his alleged role in atrocities in Darfur, and the conviction of Lubanga, who has yet to be
sentenced.
A trial is currently underway against several high-ranking Kenyans accused of crimes against humanity
for their alleged roles in tribal clashes in the East African country. The indictments surprised many in
Kenya — including the suspects — who doubted that anyone would ever answer for the violence that
killed more than 1,000 people in a few short months in late 2007 and 2008.
And the prosecutor’s office currently is investigating situations in Libya, Afghanistan, Georgia, Guinea,
Colombia, Honduras, Korea and Nigeria.
“I think the court or the prosecutor sometimes needs to say no,” Kaye said. “Not every bad situation is the
kind of situation that the court should look into, investigate.”
Prosecutor Luis Moreno-Ocampo conceded in an interview earlier this year with the Global Observatory,
a publication of the International Peace Institute, a think-tank, that the court has taken on a large workload
— “more than we had expected,” he said.
The move was done in part to raise the court’s profile to make it a more effective deterrent, according to
Moreno-Ocampo. The indictment against al-Bashir, for example, was described as “historic.”
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“In a few years, we have turned the Court into an institution that is part of the international landscape,”
Moreno-Ocampo said in the interview, maintaining that the indictment sends a strong message to other
leaders:
“What is happening today is there is a rule; very clear. Political leaders cannot gain or stay in power
committing massive atrocities.”
But al-Bashir remains in power and is apparently continuing to bomb civilians.
The court has received considerable criticism from African leaders, who note that all 15 cases currently
under investigation are based in Africa.
ICC Deputy Prosecutor Fatou Bensouda, a former justice minister from Gambia, has defended the court:
We say that ICC is targeting Africans, but all of the victims in our cases in Africa are African victims.
They are not from another continent. They are African victims and they are the ones who are suffering
these crimes.
Bensouda will soon be the new, African face of the ICC. Elected unanimously by the court’s member
states to replace Moreno-Ocampo, she will be sworn in next month. In recent remarks, she said the court
was “changing international relations forever.”

